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INTRODUCTION. 15

lished as the religion of the State—in England, under the
form of prelacy; in Scotland, of presbytery.”’ (Italics
mine. )

The Reformation which began with Martin Luther cor-
rected many errors of faith and practice among those who
came out of the corrupt and apostate church, but not all.
It was left to the sect once ‘ everywhere spoken against’’
to teach their Protestant brethren the lesson of soul liberty,
and this they did in the school of adversity in this New
World.









18 I. BEFORE THE REVOLUTION.

a reasonable excuse forfeited a pound of tobacco, and he
that absented himself a month forfeited fifty pounds.
Whoever disparaged a minister, whereby the minds of his
parishioners might be alienated, was compelled to pay 500
pounds of tobacco, and ask the minister’s pardon publicly
in the congregation. No man was permitted to dispose of
any of his tobacco till the minister was satisfied, under the
penalty of forfeiting double his part of the minister’s salary.
. To preserve the ¢ purity of doctrine and unity of
the church,’ it was enacted, in 1643, that all ministers
should be conformable to the orders and constitutions of
the Church of England, and that no others be permitted
to teach or preach, publicly or privately. It was further
provided that the Governor and Council should take care
that all non-conformists departed the colony with all con-
veniency.’’

Winsor’s ¢* Narrative and Critical History of America >’
(Vol. III., page 148,) has the following notice of that act
of 1643. After stating that Sir William Berkeley became
Governor in 1642, he says: ¢ During the year, three Con-
gregational ministers came from Boston to Virginia to dis-
seminate their doctrines. Their stay, however, was but
short; for, by an enactment of the Assembly, all ministers
other than those of the Church of England were compelled
to leave the colony.’’

Hassell, in his ¢ Church History’’ (page 523), says:
““In 1643, Sir William Berkeley, Royal Governor of Vir-
ginia, strove, by whippings and brandings, to make the
inhabitants of that colony conform to the Established
church, and thus drove out the Baptists and Quakers, who
found a refuge in the Albemarle country of North Caro-
lina, a colony which ¢ was settled,’ says Bancroft, ¢ by the






























28 I. BEFORE THE REVOLUTION.

Dr. Foote (page 38) quotes from the Bishop of London,
as follows:

“The Bishop of London said of them, about this time [1743], in
his letter to Dr. Doddridge: ‘Of those who are sent from hence, a
great part are the Scotch or Irish, who can get no employment at
home, and enter into the service more out of necessity than choice.

Some others are willing to go abroad to retrieve either lost fortune
or lost character.” ”’

Bishop Meade in his ¢‘Old Parishes and Families of
Virginia”> (Vol. 1., 118, 385, etc.), says:

¢ Many of them had been addicted to the race-field, the card-table,
the theatre—nay, more, to drunken revel, etc.”’

Dr. Hawks, in his History of the Protestant Episcopal
Church of Virginia (page 65), says:

“They could babble in a pulpit, roar in a travern, exact from
their parishioners, and rather by their dissoluteness destroy than
feed the flock.”

In confirmation of the above, note the following law
passed by the Assembly in 1776:

‘‘Be it further enacted by this Grand Assembly, and by the au-
thority thereof, that such ministers as shall become notoriously
scandalous by drunkenness, swearing, fornication, or other heinous
and crying sins, and shall thereof be lawfully convicted, shall, for
every such their heinous crime and wickedness,’ etc. Hening’s
Statutes, Vol. IL., page 384.

It will be seen from the above that the Established
church in Virginia was in very much the same plight as
the sect of the Pharisees in our Lord’s day; and as ‘‘the
common people heard him gladly’’ and joined themselves
unto him, so did the distressed burden-bearers of Virginia
turn away from a corrupt and apostate church, with its
hireling ministry, to find the consolations of the Christian
religion among those who not only knew what Christianity
was, but who also exemplified it in their lives.
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is not given. See Taylor’s Virginia Baptist Ministers,
Vol. I., pages 81, 82. In King & Queen county, James
Greenwood and William Lovall were imprisoned in Au-
gust, 1772, and John Waller, John Shackleford, Robert
Ware, and Ivison Lewis in March, 1774. See Semple,
page 22. Dr. Taylor, in his sketch of Elijah Craig, says
he was imprisoned in Orange county, but does not give
the year. According to Taylor’s Virginia Baptist Minis-
ters, there were confined in Culpeper jail, at different times,
James Ireland, John Corbeley, Elijah Craig, Thomas
Ammon, Adam Banks, and Thomas Maxfield.
Semple, writing of the year 1771 (page 19), says:

“The rage of the persecutors had in no wise abated; they seemed
sometimes to strive to treat the Baptists and their worship with as
much rudeness and indecency as was possible. They often insulted
the preacher in time of servce, and would ride into the water and
make sport when they administered baptism. They frequently
fabricated and spread the most groundless reports, which were in-
jurious to the characters of the Baptists. When any Baptist fell
into any improper conduct, it was always exaggerated to the utmost
extent.”’

William Fristoe, in his ‘“ History of the Ketocton Bap-
tist Association,’”” writes as follows (beginning at page
69):

‘‘The enemy, not contented with ridicule and defamation, mani-
fested their abhorrence to the Baptists in another way. By a law
then in force in Virginia, all were under obligation to go to church
several times in the year; the failure subjected them to fine. Little
notice was taken of the omission, if members of the Established
church ; but so soon as the ‘ New Lights’ were absent, they were
presented by the grand jury, and fined according to law.”” And
again (on page 70): ‘Soon they began to take other steps to deter
the Baptist preachers and obstruct the progress of the gospel, by ob-
jecting to their preaching until they obtained license from the Gen-
eral Court, whose place of sitting at that time was old Williamsburg.
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division of the parish into two, the reason being that the parish was
¢80 large that mapy of the inhabitants reside so far from their parish
churches that they can but seldom attend public worship; from
which causes, dissenters have opportunity and encouragement to pro-
pagate their pernicious doctrines.’ ”’

A year later, there appears a petition from the oppressed
and persecuted Baptists.

FIRST BAPTIST PETITION.

The journal of May 26, 1770, has the following:

¢¢ A petition of several persons, being Protestant dissenters of the
Baptist persuasion, whose names are thereunto subscribed, was pre-
sented to the House and read ; setting forth the inconveniences of
compelling their licensed preachers to bear arms under the militia
law and to attend musters, by which they are unable to perform the
duties of their function ; and further setting forth the hardships they
suffer from the prohibition to their ministers to preach in meeting-
houses, not particularly mentioned in their licenses ; and, therefore,
praying the House to take their grievances into consideration, and
to grant them relief.”’

This petition was referred to ‘‘ Committee for Religion,”’
which reported, June 1st, as follows:

¢‘ Resolved, That it is the opinion of this committee that so much
of the said petition as prays that the ministers or preachers of the
Baptist persuasion may not be compelled to bear arms or attend mus-
ters be rejected.” * Agreed to by the House.”

This action of the House of Burgesses, which was com-
posed almost exclusively, if not entirely, of ‘¢ Churchmen,’’
shows the spirit of that body towards the Baptists. The
time is not distant, however, when another great war cload
will overshadow the land, and a new spirit will then per-
vade the Assembly. The ¢‘Stamp Act’ of 1765 had
alarmed the colonists, and it was in opposition to the prin-
ciple involved in that act that Patrick Henry, who had
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¢“If the Act of Toleration does not extend to this colony, they
are exposed to severe persecution ; and if it does extend hither, and
the power of granting licenses to teachers be lodged, as is supposed,
in the General Court alone, the petitioners must suffer considerable
inconveniences, not only because that Court sits not oftener than
twice in the year, and then at a place far remote, but because the
said Court will admit a single meeting-house, and no more, in one
county.”’

Fristoe, in his History, confirms the above statement as
to the rule of the General Court, when he says (page 73):

¢“I knew the General Court to refuse a license for a Baptist meet-
ing-house in the county of Richmond, because there was a Presby-
terian meeting-house already in the county, although the Act of
Toleration considered them distinct societies.”’

The Journal of February 25, 1772, gives the first fa-
vorable action of the House, as follows:

¢ Mr. Treasurer reports from the Committee on Religion.”

‘*Resolved, That it is the opinion of this committee that the pe-
titions of sundry inhabitants of the counties of Lunenburg, Mecklen-
burg, Sussex, and Amelia, of the society of Christians called Bap-
tists, praying that they may be treated with the same kind indul-
gence, in religious matters, as Quakers, Presbyterians, and other
Protestant dissenters enjoy, so far as they relate to allowing the peti-
tioners the same toleration, in matters of religion, as isenjoyed by
His Majesty’s dissenting Protestant subjects of Great Britain, under
different acts of Parliament, is reasonable.”’

This ““resolution’’ was agreed to by the House, and
the ‘¢ Committee for Religion’’ was ordered to bring in a
bill in accordance therewith. And on the 27th of Febru-
ary appears the following entry:

TOLERATION BILL PROPOSED,

¢“ A bill for extending the benefit of the several Acts of Tolera-
tion to His Majesty’s Protestant subjects in this colony, dissenting
from the Church of England, was read a second time,”’ and * com-
mitted to the Committee for Religion.”’










































48 I BEFORE THE REVOLUTION.

Revolution is on, and the times call for union and harmony
among all classes. Hence there is no more persecution of
Baptists. There are no imprisonments in 1775, and that
obnoxious Toleration Bill is indefinitely postponed. The
same ruling class that admitted the Presbyterians to Vir-
ginia and to the benefits of the Act of Toleration, on con-
dition that they occupied the frontier counties, and thus
protected them against Indian raids, are now inclined to
tolerate, not only the Presbyterians, but the Baptists also,
with all their ‘¢ pernicious doctrines,”’ if only they will
help in the struggle with Great Britain. The Baptists will
help, and not a Tory will be found among them. But
they will strike for something more and something dearer
to them than civil liberty—for freedom of conscience, for
¢‘just and true liberty, equal and impartial liberty.’’




























































































































































100 Il. DURING THE REVOLUTION.

was gone, did any presbytery or convention of Presbyterians
endorse Jefferson’s bill for establishing religious freedom
in Virginia. That bill was proposed in the spring of 1779,
and was bidding for popular favor until the fall of 1785
before becoming a law. It ia significant that the Presby-
terians, as a body, waited for more than five years before
giving that important measure their approval. These
are facts.































































1I. DURING THE REVOLUTION. 121

November 27, 1783: Similar petition from Amherst
county.

This closes the second period of the struggle for religious
liberty—the period of the Revolution. The independence
of the colonies has been acknowledged by Great Britain,
as well as by other nations, and the infant republic has
entered upon a perilous struggle for separate existence.
But, while threatened by difficulties within and foes with-
out, there is hope of its future in the fact that the leaven
of religious liberty has been cast into the lump—a principle
which is destined to leaven the whole mass.















































































































158 III. AFTER THE REVOLUTION.

the view of explaining that paper which he himself had
framed, and relieving their apprehensions as to its bearing
upon the question of religious liberty. Thus were Leland
and the Baptists of Orange won over to the side of Madi-
son, and Madison was sent to the Convention to meet and
defeat Mr. Henry.




























































178 IIl. AFTER THE REVOL'UTION.

not supported by a legal provision for its clergy. The experience
of Virginia conspicuously corroborates the disproof of both opinions.
The civil Government, though bereft of everything like an asso-
ciated hierarchy, possesses the requisite stability and performs its
functions with complete success; whilst the number, the industry,
and the morality of the priesthood, and the devotion of the people,
have been manifestly increased by the total separation of the Church
from the State.”’
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208 APPENDIX.

temptation of the General Incorporation and General Assessment,
and stood their ground amid the general desertion. They resolved
to continue the fight, and asking their faithfal champion, Jas.
Madison, to embody their views in a ‘‘ remonstrance,” they took the
field and re-canvassed the State for signatures to their petition. As
the people read that powerful and unanswerable argument, reaction
set in ; the Presbyterian laity, who had never been much in favor
of the bill, got after their clergy, and there was a hastily gathered
convention at Bethel, in Augusta county, where that body placed
themselves on record against the Assessment, and then for the first
time gave their approval to Jefferson’s Bill for Religious Freedom.
‘When the Legislature met in October, ’85, the roll of signatures to
the petition and remonstrance was so large that it* was rolled up the
aisle to the clerk’s table on a wheelbarrow. The Assessment Bill
was dead, and Jefferson’s bill was promptly brought forward and
adopted. Having led in the fight for religious liberty in Virginia,
our Baptist fathers, with the help of their brethren and friends of
other States, secured its incorporatian into the Constitution of the
United States. And now this tree of liberty has spread its branches
over this New World, and the winds and waves have wafted its
seed back to the Old, to bring forth like precious fruit there, quench-
ing the fires of persecution, overthrowing religious establishments,
breaking off the shackles that bind the consciences and enslave the
souls of men, and hastening the progress of our race towards that
glorious day when ¢‘the kingdom of this world’’ shall be “the
kingdom of our Lord and of his Christ.”
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their appearance in many of its sterner aspects well suggests ““The
Days that Are Gone,”’ as satirized in song by Charles Mackay :

“The days when obedience in right or in wrong
‘Was always the sermon and always the song,

When difference of creed was the vilest of crime,
And martyrs were burned, half a score at a time.

‘When Justice herself, taking Law for her guide,
Wasnever appeased till a victim had died,
And the stealer of sheep and the slayer of men
‘Were strung up together—again and again.”

MEETING WITH MISREPRESENTATIONS AND ABUSE.

William Fristoe, the historian of the Regular Baptists, who had
personal knowledge of the facts which he relates, tells us that ‘““at
their first rise among us, and for sometime after, they were stigma-
tized with every name that malice could invent.” Among the abusive
terms and phrases with which they were commonly branded, he
mentions these: ‘‘Disturbers of the peace;” ¢ Ignorant and
illiterate set;” “Poor and contemptible class;’’ “Schismatics;”
¢“Falge prophets;’’ ‘‘ Wolves in sheeps’ clothing ;” Perverters of
good order ;” “ Callers of unlawful assemblies.’”’

A prominent clergyman had printed and widely circulated a pam-
phlet, in which he called upon Christians of every name to combine
in opposing the new sect, whom he styled Anabaptists, whose preach-
ers, he said, were “ going about without any license, disturbing the
order of neighborhoods and churches with wild doctrines.”” Others
of the Established clergy openly warned the people against them,
and held them up to public scorn by associating them with the mad
rioters of Munster and Jack of Leyden.

If the pioneers of our faith did not learn by experience the
blessedness of the beatitude which says, ‘‘ Blessed are the peace-
makers,”” they must have known by a thousand experiences the
comfort of that other beatitude which says: ‘‘Blessed are ye when
men shall revile you, . . . and say all manner of evil of you
falsely, for my sake.”

' MEETING THE VIOLENCE OF INDIVIDUALS.

In popular movements, when prejudices and passions are deeply
stirred, and bad men are supported by the sympathy of the multi-
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the head of a band of opposers, who, in attempting to prevent the
preaching, brought on a scuffle and tumult.

Whilst John Pickett was once preaching in Fauquier a mob
rushed in on the meeting, seized the preacher, and split in pieces
the pulpit and communion table. In the manuscript journal of
Richard Dozier, who was present at one of Lewis Lunsford’s meet-
ings in the Northern Neck, this record is made: ‘¢ After he began
his discourse, a shocking tumult occurred and stopped him ; some
blows passed ; pistols presented, and the stage broken down.  Mr.
Lunsford, in the meantime, went off to Mr. Hall’s house. After
many of us went to the house the persecutors came there and acted
very indecently.”” Of Jeremiah Moore, the founder of numerous
churches in Virginia, as well as of one in Washington city, Mr.
Semple says: ‘‘A lawless mob seized Mr. Moore and another
preacher who was with him, and carried them off to duck them.
After they had ducked Mr. Moore’s companion they discharged
them both.” The biographer of David Barrow, the founder of
Shoulder's Hill and South Quay churches, relates that at a meeting
held by him on Nansemond river a gang of well-dressed men came
up to the stage, which had been erected under some trees, and
sung one of their obscene songs. They then undertook to plunge
both of the preachers. They plunged Mr. Barrow twice, pressing
him into the mud. In the midst of their mocking they asked if
they believed. He is said to have answered : *‘ Yes; I believe you
intend to drown me’’ We are told further: “The whole assem-
bly was shocked ; the women shrieked ; but no man durst inter-
fere, for about twenty stout fellows were engaged in this horrid
measure.”

Many cases of mob violence like these, and others even more
flagrant and shocking, marked the beginning of the Baptists in Vir-
ginia, and show what good reasons our early preachers had to echo
from their yearning hearts the apostolic appeal : ‘‘ Brethren, pray
for us, that the word of the Lord may have free course and be glo-
rified, . . . and that we may be delivered from unreasonable and
wicked men.”’

MEETING WARRANTS, ARRESTS, AND IMPRISONMENTS.

The strongest resistance which the early Baptists of Virginia
encountered was the iron hand of the law, and the heaviest penalties
endured by them were inflicted by magistrates and courts.
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and set apart two days of fasting in behalf of their releasement.
These noble prisoners and their sympathizers formed the bandana
brigade among the old soldiers of our faith. The money sent to
Patrick Henry for his employment in behalf of their release from
prison was wrapped up in a handkerchief of the above description
and by that noble patriot returned in the same way. When the
malice of their enemies had erected a cloge, high plank fence in
front of the jail windows to prevent the imprisoned preachers from
exhorting the crowd without, a handkerchief displayed on a pole
above the screen became the signal from the waiting people that
they were ready to hear, when the stalwart voice of one of the pris-
oners would send the truth home through the boards to the hearts
of the listening company. Historic handkerchief! Never did a
standard give signal in a worthier cause, or float before a nobler
beleaguered band.

It was for gathering a conventicle and preaching without the
license of a human court, composed largely of irreligious men, that
old ¢ Father Ireland’ was called to record this piece of personal
history : ‘‘ At one time, preaching being over and (while) concluding
with prayer, I heard a rustling noise in the woods, and before I
opened my eyes to see what it was I was seized by the collar by two
men. . . . They told me that I must give security not to teach,
preach, or exhort for twelve months and a day, or go to jail. I
chose the latter alternative.”” The jail in which he was confined, with
mapy attendant incidents of outrage and cruelty, was at Culpeper
Courthouse, on the spot where the Baptist church now stands. He
made this old prison memorable by the letters written during his
confinement, which he dated from ‘“My Palace in Culpeper.”’
Others among the early Baptists who were confined in this jail for
preaching the gospel without license, or abetting the same, were
Elijah Craig, Nathaniel Saunders, William M. Clannahan, John
Corbley, Thomas Ammon, Anthony Moffett, John Picket, Adam
Banks, Thomas Maxfield, and John Dulany. Well might James
Madison have written, in 1774, from his home in Orange, with
reference to most of these men: “That diabolical, hell-con-
ceived principle of persecution rages among some; and, to their
eternal infamy, the clergy can furnish their quota of imps for
such purposes. There are at this time in the adjacent county
not less than five or six well-meaning men in close jail for pub-
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our heart of hearts, as we remember their bleeding feet on the ice
of the Delaware and amid the snows of Valley Forge. And so
should the heritage of our religious equality and spiritual freedom
be entwined in our glowing and grateful breasts with a thousand
sacred sentiments, and hallowed by a thousand endearing memories,
as we recount our fathers' wrongs and hardships, bonds and im-
prisonments, nobly endured for its sake.

In glancing backward at Baptist beginnings in Virginia, we may
well gather inspiration and hope for the future. It ought to nourish
within us a spirit of the most vigorous and healthful optimism. In
the days of our fathers we bebeld law as trammelled by custom and
fettered by ignorance. Justice is seen to have been bigoted and
blind. Before her statue, in the garb in which our fathers knew her,
we would feel much as Madame Roland felt when, on her way to
the guillotine, she cried out before the statue of Liberty, and our
cry would be: “O Justice! what crimes are perpetrated in thy
name|”’

But now we exult in freedom enlightening the world and in law
unfettered and just. We rejoice in the reign of Justice, whose
equal scales and clear vision give promise of a coming day, when
men will bow at her seat and say: ‘“O Justice! thou art pure as
the spotless ermine that wraps thy sacred form.””

A review such as we now make is due the cause of historic justice.
The writers of our history have not always been candid and just
towards our Baptist fathers. A work widely used in our public
schools today has this comment on the era of their oppression :
*“There was never any active religious persecution in Virginia.”
Another eminent Virginia writer says: “There was no terror in the
law to any who chose to worship God in their own way and place,
except a trivial fine for being absent from church.” Again, he says:
¢“In the history of the vestries of the Episcopal Establishment may
be fairly traced that religious liberty which afterwards developed
itself in Virginia.”’

Our venerated fathers, misunderstood, maligned, and severely
dealt with in their day, have been often since passed by in silence,
and have as often had their motives and actions misrepresented or
perverted. They sleep in their neglected graves, with never a look
to give, a hand to raise, or a word to speak in their own defence. It
becomes us, who have entered into their heritage, and sit beneath
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the shade of the goodly tree planted by their toils and watered by
their tears, to vindicate their precious memory and perpetuate in
faithfulness and truth the story of their deeds and sufferings.

It would be but just to them and becoming in us to rear on the
spot which we have consecrated to education, science, and religion
in the capital of this State, so blessed by their deeds and hallowed
by their sufferings, a fitting Memorial Hall inscribed with their
honored names. What would better accord with the eternal fitness
of things than that our Baptist host, who “have passed through the
midst of Jordan” like Israel of old, should, like them, ¢¢take
every man a stone upon his shoulder” and build on the fair shore
of our deliverance an enduring commemorative pile, so that, when
our children shall ask their fathers, saying, What mean these stones?
then shall they answer: These stones shall be for a memorial of the
BAPTIST FATHERS OF VIRGINIA unto their children forever.
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C.

BAPTIST MEMORIALS.

To the Homourable Peyton Randolph, Esq., and the several delegated
Gentlemen, convened at Richmond, to concert Measures conducive to
the Qood and Well-being of this Colony and Dominion, the humble
Address of the Virginia Baptists, now Associated in Cumberland, by
Delegates from their several Churches :

Gentlemen of the Convention—While you are (pursuant to the
important Trust reposed in you) acting as the Guardians of the
Rights of your Constituents, and pointing out to them the Road to
Freedom, it must needs afford you an exalted satisfaction tp find
your Determinations not only applauded, but cheerfully complied
with by a brave and spirited people. We, however distinguished
from the Body of our Countrymen by appellatives and sentiments of
a religious nature, do nevertheless look upon ourselves as Members
of the same Commonwealth, and, therefore, with respect to matters
of a civil nature, embarked in the same common Cause.

Alarmed at the shocking Oppression which in a British Cloud
hangs over our American Continent, we, as a Society and part of the
distressed State, have in our Association consider’d what part might
be most prudent for the Baptists to act in the present unhappy Con-
test. After we had determined ¢ that in some Cases it was lawful to
go to War, and also for us to make a Military resistance against
Great Britain, in regard of their unjust Invasion, and tyrannical
Oppression of, and repeated Hostilities against America,” our people
were all left to act at Discretion with respect to inlisting, without
falling under the Censure of our Community. And as some have
inlisted, and many more likely so to do, who will have earnest Desires
for their Ministers to preach to them during the Campaign, we
therefore deligate and appoint our well-beloved Brethren in the
Ministry, Elijah Craig, Lewis Craig, Jeremiah Walker and John
Williams, to present this address and to petition you that they may
have free Liberty to preach to the Troops at convenient Times with-
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allow ourselves the Blessings of Liberty, which we have in our own
Power, than when contending with those who endeavor to tyrannize
over us.

As the Completion of Religious Liberty is what, as a Religious
Community, your Memorialists are particularly interested in, they
would humbly call the attention of your Honourable House to a few
Particulars, viz.: First, the Vestry Law, which disqualifies any per-
son to officiate who will not subscribe to be conformable to the Doc-
trine and Discipline of the Church of England; by which Means
Dissenters are not only precluded, but also not represented, they not
having a free Voice, whose Property is nevertheless subject to be
taxed by the Vestry, and whose Poor are provided for at the Discre-
tion of those who may possibly be under the Influence of Party
Motives. And what renders the said Law a greater Grievance is,
that in some Parishes so much time has elapsed since an Election,
that there is scarcely one who was originally chosen by the People,
the Vacancies having been filled up by the remaining Vestrymen.
Secondly, the Solemnization of Marriage, concerning which it is
insinuated by some, and taken for granted by others, that to render
it legal it must be performed by a Church Clergyman, according to
the Rites and Ceremonies of the Church of England ; conformably
to which Sentiment Marriage Liceuses are usually worded and
directed. Now, if this should in Reality be the Case, your Memo-
rialists conceive that the ill Consequences resulting from thence,
which are too obvious to need mentioning, render it absolutely neces-
sary for the Legislature to endeavour their Removal. This is an
Affair of so tender a Nature, and of such Importance, that after the
Restoration one of the first Matters which the British Parliament
proceeded to was the Confirmation of the Marriages solemnized
according to the Mode in Use during the Interregnum and the Pro-
tectorate of Cromwell. And the Propriety of such a Measure in
Virginia evidently appears from the vast numbers of Dissenters who,
having Objections against the Form and Manner prescribed in the
Book of Common Prayer, proceed to marry otherwise ; and also that
in many Places, especially over the Ridge, there are no Church Par-
sons to officiate. On the other Hand, if Marriages otherwise sol-
emnized are equally valid, a Declaratory Act to that Purport appears
to your Memorialists to be highly expedient, because they can see no
Reason why any of the free Inhabitants of this State should be terri-
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D.
PRESBYTERIAN MEMORIALS.

[Presented October 24, 1776.]

To the Honorable the General Assembly of Virginia :

The Memorial of the Presbytery of Hanover humbly represents :
That your memorialists are governed by the same sentiments which
have inspired the United States of America ; and are determined
that nothing in our power and influence shall be wanting to give
success to their common cause. We would also represent that dis-
senters from the Church of England in this country have ever been
desirous to conduct themselves as peaceable members of the civil
government, for which reason they have hitherto submitted to sev-
eral ecclesiastical burdens, and restrictions, that are inconsistent
with equal liberty. But now when the many and grievous oppres-
sions of our mother country have laid this continent under the
necessity of casting off the yoke of tyranny, and of forming inde-
pendent governments upon equitable and liberal foundations, we
flatter ourselves that we shall be freed from all the incumbrances
which a spirit of domination, prejudice, or bigotry, hath inter-
woven with most other political systems. This we are the more
strongly encouraged to expect by the Declaration of Rights, so uni-
versally applauded for that dignity, firmness and precision with
which it delineates and asserts the privileges of society, and the pre-
rogatives of human nature ; and which we embrace as the magna
charta of our Commonwealth, that can never be violated without
endangering the grand superstructure it was destined to sustain.
Therefore we rely upon this Declaration, as well as the justice of our
honorable Legislature, to secure us the free exercise of religion accord-
ing to the dictates of our consciences; and we should fall short in our
duty to ourselves, and the many and numerous congregations under
our care, were we, upon this occasion, to neglect laying before you
a state of the religious grievances under which we have hitherto
laboured ; that they no longer may be continued in our present form
of government.
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ments, and a barren soil, where they might enjoy the rights of con-
science more fully than they had a prospect of doing it in this.

From which we infer that Virginia might have now been the cap-
itol of America, and a match for the British arms, without depend-
ing on others for the necessaries of war, had it not been prevented
by her religious establishment.

Neither can it be made to appear that the gospel needs any such
civil aid. We rather conceive that when our blessed Saviour
declares his kingdom is not of this world, he renounces all depend-
ence upon State power, and as his weapons are spiritual, and were
only designed to have influence on the judgment and heart of man,
we are persuaded that if mankind were left in the quiet possession
of their unalienable rights and privileges, Christianity, as in the
days of the Apostles, would continue to prevail and flourish in the
greatest purity by its own native excellence and under the all dis-
posing providence of God.

We would humbly represent that the only proper objects of civil
government are the happiness and protection of men in the present
state of existence, the security of the life, liberty and property of
the citizens, and to restrain the vicious and encourage the virtuous
by wholesome laws, equally extending to every individual. But
that the duty which we owe our Creator and the manner of dis-
charging it, can only be directed by reason and conviction, and as
nowhere cognizable but at the tribunal of the universal Judge.

Therefore we ask no ecclesiastical establishments for ourselves;
neither can we approve of them when granted to others. This,
indeed, would be giving exclusive or separate emoluments or privi-
leges to one set of men, without any special public services, to the
common reproach and injury of every other denomination ; and for
the reasons recited we are induced earnestly to entreat that all laws
now in force in this Commonwealth which countenance religious
denomination, may be speedily repealed—that all, of every reli-
gious sect, may be protected in the full exercise of their several
modes of worship, and exempted from all taxes for the support of
any church whatsoever further than what may be agreeable to their
own private choice, or voluntary obligation. This being done, all
partial and invidious distinctions will be abolished, to the great
honour and interest of the State, and every one be left to stand or
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spiritual instructors of any religious denomination in the State. The
interference of government in religion cannot be indifferent to us,
and as it will probably come under consideration at the present ses-
sion of the Assembly, we request the attention of the honorable
House to our sentiments upon this head.

We conceive that human legislation ought to have human affairs
alone for its concern. Legislators in free States possess delegated
authority for the good of the community at large in its political and
civil capacity.

The existence, preservation and happiness of society should be
their only object, and to this their public cares should be confined.
Whatever is not materially connected with this lies not within their
province as statesmen. The thoughts, the intentions, the faith and
the consciences of men, with their modes of worship, lie beyond
their reach, and are ever to be referred to a higher and more pene-
trating tribunal. These internal and spiritual matters cannot be
measured by human rule, nor be amenable to human laws. It is the
duty of every man for himself to take care of his immortal interests
in a future state, where we are to account for our conduct as individ-
uals ; and it is by no means the business of the Legislature to attend
to this, for there governments and states, as collective bodies, shall
no more be known.

Religion, therefore, as a spiritual system, and its ministers in a
professional capacity, ought not to be under the direction of the State,

Neither is it necessary for their existence that they should be
publicly supported by legal provision for the purpose, as tried ex-
perience hath often shown; although it is absolutely necessary to
the existence and welfare of every political combination of men in
society to have the support of religion and its solemn institutions, as
it affects the conduct of rational beings more than human laws can
possibly do.™ On this account it is wise policy in legislators to seek
its alliance and solicit its aid in a civil view, because of its happy
influence upon the morality of its citizens, and its tendency to preserve
the veneration of an oath, or an appeal to heaven, which is the
cement of the social union” It is upon this principle alone, in our
opinion, that a legislative body has right to interfere in religion at
all, and of consequence we suppose that this interference ought only
to extend to the preserving of the public worship of the Deity, and
the supporting of institutions for inculcating the great fundamental
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[Memorial of Convention at Bethel, August, 1785.]

To the Honorable the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Virginia :

The ministers and lay Representatives of the Presbyterian church
in Virginia, assembled in convention, beg leave to address you.

As citizens of the State, not so by accident, but by choice, and
having willingly conformed to the system of civil policy adopted
for our government, and defended it with the foremost at the risk of
everything dear to us, we feel ourselves deeply interested in all the
measures of the Legislature.

When the late happy Revolution secured to us exemption from
British control, we hoped that the gloom of injustice and usurpation
would have been forever dispelled by the cheering rays of liberty
and independence. This inspired our hearts with resolution in the
most distressful scenes of adversity, and nerved our arm in the day
of battle. But our hopes have since been overcast with apprehensions
when we found how slowly and unwillingly ancient distinctions
among the citizens, on account of religious opinions, were removed
by the Legislature. For although the glaring partiality of obliging
all denominations to support the one which had been the favorite of
government was pretty early withdrawn, yet an evident predilection
in favor of that church still subsisted in the acts of the Assembly.
Peculiar distinctions and the honor of an important name was still
continued ; and these are considered as equally partial and injurious
with the ancient emoluments, Our apprehension on account of the
continuance of these, which could have no other effect than to pro-
duce jealous animosities and unnecessary contentions among different
parties, were increassd when we found that they were tenaciously
adhered to by government, notwithstanding the remonstrances of
several Christian societies. To increase the evil, a manifested dispo-
sition has been shown by the State to consider itself as possessed of
supremacy in spirituals a8 well as temporal ; and our fears have been
realized in certain proceedings of the General Assembly at their last
sessions. | The ingrossed bill for establishing a provision for the
teachefs of the Christian religion, and the act for incorporating the
Protestant Episcopal church, so far as it secures to that church the
churches, glebes, etc., procured at the expense of the whole com-
munity, are not only evidences of this, but of an impolitic partiality
which we are sorry to have observed so long.
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looking to the passage of incorporation and assessment bills. The
journal for the House of Delegates has, for November 18, the fol-
lowing entry : “A petition of John Todd and John B. Smith, . . .
explaining so much of the memorial of the Hanover Presbytery as
respects the incorporation of religious societies, and praying that the
distinction therein stated may be preserved.’”” On the 24th of
December, the vote on the assessment bill was postponed until the
fourth Thursday in November, 1785, and the bill was ordered to be
printed and distributed among the people. The Hanover Presbytery
met at Bethel, Augusta county, May 19, 1785, and ‘“a petition
was presented to the Presbytery from the session of Augusta congre-
gation, requesting an explication of the word ‘liberal’ as used in the
Presbytery’s memorial of last fall ; and also the motives and end of
the Presbytery in sending it to the Assembly.”” Trouble in the camp !
‘‘A committee was appointed to prepare an answer and report. On
motion, the opinion of Presbytery was taken—whether they do
approve of any kind of an assessment by the General Assembly for
the support of religion. Presbytery are unanimously against such a
measure.”’  Madison’s ** Remonstrance’ was after that measure dealing it
deadly blows, and the tide of opposition was swelling every day. The
Presbyterians issued a call for a ‘ General Convention of the Pres-
byterian body,’”’ to be held at Bethel, August 10, 1785, where they
again fell into line with the Baptists on a right about march!/ The
memorial of this Convention was the first Presbyterian memorial which
asked for the passage of the < bill for Establishing Religious Freedom.”
And it was this memorial which Dr. Foote said ‘¢ expressed the true
Jeeling of the Presbyterian church, after much private and public discus-
sion.”” Their otherwise satisfactory memorials of 76 and ’77, which
were sent up while the Establishment was in force, were open to
criticism, and left some room for doubt whether they would be un-
willing to accept a modified form of Establishment, 4. e., an Estab-
lishment which would not be destructive of their own system of
church polity. And when we duly consider two significant facts—

viz., (1) the almost unbroken silence of the Presbytery from tha . ...

time (1777) down to the year 1784, when they exposed
to severe criticism at the hands of Jefferson and Madi
and (2) the fact that Jefferson’s bill for !
dom, though before the Legislature from ’7f
the approbation of their official body, bw
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With the evidence thus given by these several witnesses, I submit
the case to the jury—jyour readers. I feel confident that their ver-
dict will be that, ‘‘at the date of the Revolution,”’ ‘‘the views of
the Presbyterians did not fully coincide with the views of the Bap-
tists on the subject of religious liberty.”” Whether they will agree
with Dr. Howell, that ‘‘the new theory of an Establishment” was
of Presbyterian parentage, I am not quite so sure. Really, Bro.
Editor, I am beginning to have a touch of sympathy for that cast-oft
child. It seems now to have been like Melchisedec, ¢ without
father or mother.”” Had it not fallen into disrepute and come to an
“end of life,”” it would have been quite different. The real parents
would have been willing to own their offspring. We read in ‘‘an
old book’’ of a contest between two women, both of whom had be-
come mothers in the same house, and about the same time. One of
the infants having died, its mother disowned it and set up a claim to
the living child of her neighbor, and the case came before a very
wise judge for adjudication. We will not say that Dr. Howell was
a Solomon, but we will venture the opinion that he succeeded quite
well in determining the true parentage of two other offspring, which
were born during the night of the Revolution—viz., the “bill for
Establishing Religious Freedom,”” and the ‘‘New Theory of an
Establishment.”” It is certain that the Presbyterians of Virginia
never asked for the former until the latter was dead.

C. F. JAMEs.

Culpeper, Va.
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Church and State and the support of religion by taxation. With
Madison’s ‘‘ Remonstrance” in one hand and their petitions to the
General Assembly in the other, they canvassed every county until
the Presbyterians, ashamed of themselves, and convinced that Mad-
ison and the Baptists were going to win the day, ordered a *‘right
about’’ in their Convention of August, 1785, and came in with the
opposition before the legislature which met in October. They are to
be congratulated that they did right about and join the Baptists in
the final charge. And had they been content with the credit which
was their due, it would have been far more honorable and creditable
to them. But they are not content with their just meed of praise.
Many of them claim equal credit with the Baptists and have been
doing so for years. But your readers, while somewhat accustomed
to hearing the cry, will be amazed to learn that the Presbyterians
and not the Baptists were the pioneers in that struggle for religious
liberty in Virginia, and that ‘‘the largest part of the credit of this
great work ’’ belongs ‘‘to the Hanover Presbytery.”” And yet such
is the claim now set up in the year of our Lord, 1888. The basis of
the claim is an old manuscript of a memorial of the Hanover Pres-
bytery dated November 11, 1774, discovered by the Hon. Wm. Wirt
Henry, published for the first time in the Ceniral Presbyterian the
16th of last May. Some unknown friend did me the kindness to
send me a copy of the paper which gives the memorial in full,
together with a prefatory note from the discoverer and a lengthy
notice from the editor. It is claimed for this long-hidden doc-
ument, which, according to Mr. Henry, eluded the search of the dil-
igent investigator, Dr. Foote, that it antedated all other petitions to
the Virginia Assembly claiming equal rights for dissenters, that it
was ‘‘the advance guard of that army of remonstrances which so vig-
orously attaked the Establishment, and finally overpowered it, and
established perfect religious liberty on its ruins;’’ and that it,
‘“taken in connection with the able memorial of Hanover Presby-.
tery of 1776 and 1777, was actually the source whence Thomas Jef-
ferson ‘‘got his views of religious liberty.’’ The Baptists are no
longer to stand at the head of the religious liberty class, but must B
yield that place to the Presbyterians. Such is the result of this . .l
recent discovery; that is, if Mr. Henry and the editor of the
Central Presbyterian are correct in their reading and interpretat

of this manuscript.  But, unfortunately for them, this manus
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G.

MADISON'S REMONSTRANOE.

To the Honorable the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Virginia :

We, the subscribers, citizens of the said Commonwealth, having
taken into serious consideration a bill, printed by order of the last
session of General Assembly, entitled *‘ A bill establishing a provis-
ion for teachers of the Christian religion’’; and,conceiving that the
same, if finally armed with the sanctions of a law, will be a dangerous
abuse of power, are bound, as faithful members of a free State, to
remonstrate against it, and to declare the reasons by which we are
determined. We remonstrate against the said bill :

Because we hold it for a fundamental and unalienable truth, “that
religion, or the duty which we owe to the Creator, and the manner
of discharging it, can be directed only by reason and conviction, not
by force or violence.””* The religion, then, of every man must be
left to the conviction and conscience of every man ; and it is the
right of every man to exercise it as these may dictate. This right
is, in its nature, an unalienable right. It is unalienable, because the
opinions of men depending only on the evidence contemplated by
their own minds, cannot follow the dictates of other men. It is
unalienable, also, because what is here a right towards man is a
daty towards the Creator. It is the duty of every man to render to
the Creator such homage, and such only, as he believes to be accept-
able to him. This duty is precedent, both in order of time and in
degree of obligation, to the claims of civil society. Before any man
can be considered as a member of civil society he must be considered
a8 a subject of the Governor of the Universe. And if a member of
civil society who enters into any subordinate association must always
do it with a reservation of his duty to the general authority, much
more must every man who becomes a member of any particular civil
society do it with a saving of his allegiance to the Universal Sover-
eign. We maintain, therefore, that in matters of religion, no man’s
right is abridged by the institution of civil soctety, and that religion

#Declaration of Rights, Article XVI.
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H.

JEFFERSON'S ACT FOR ESTABLISHING RELI-
GIOUS FREEDOM IN VIRGINIA.

*‘ Be it enacted by the General Assembly, That no man shall be
compelled to frequent or support any religious worship, place or
ministry whatsoever ; nor shall be enforced, restrained, molested or
burthened in his body or goods, nor shall otherwise suffer on account
of his religious opinions or belief ; but that all men shall be free to
profess and by argument to maintain their opinions in matters of
religion, and that the same shall in no wise diminish, enlarge or
affect their civil capacities.”’ '
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